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May 29, 2003

Via Electronic Filing

MarleneH. Dortch
Secretary
FederalCommunicationsCommission
445 TwelfthStreet,SW
Washington,DC 20554

Re: NoticeofExParte Presentation:In theMatter ofPetitionsofUS LEC Corp.
andT-Mobil USA, Inc., et al, for DeclaratoryRuling RegardingIntercarrier
Compensationfor WirelessTraffic, CC DocketNo. 01-92

DearMs. Dortch;

On Thursday,May 29, 2003,HenryHultquist, representingMCI, RichardJuhnkeand
NormaMoy, representingSprint andRobertQuinn Jr. and I, representingAT&T met with
MatthewBrill, SeniorLegal Advisor to CommissionerKathleenQ. Abernathyto discussthe
abovementionedpetitions. AT&T, MCI andSprinturgedtheFCC to denytheUS LEC petition
as it seekstheability to imposeadditionalaccesschargeson interexchangecarriers,whenin fact,
theCLEC providesno accessserviceor functionality. WhereaCLEC simply inserts itself
betweentheCMRS providerandthe ILEC tandem,it providesno genuineaccessfunctionand
shouldnotbe permittedto chargethe interexchangecarrieraccess.In thesituation wherea
CLEC actually replacesthe ILEC in providing thetandemswitchingorothergenuineaccess
functions, theCLEC shouldonly bepermittedto chargethe ILEC ratefor the accessfunctions
that areactuallybeingperformedby theCLEC, not the full CLEC benchmarkrateas requested
by US LEC.

Thepositionsexpressedby thethreecompanieswere consistentwith thoseexpressedin
their previousfilings in theabovereferencedproceeding.



Consistentwith theCommissionrules,I am filing oneelectroniccopy of this noticeand
requestthatyou placeit in the recordof theproceedings.

Sincerely,

CC: MatthewBrill


